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Examiner-Initiated Interview Summary 


Application No. 

10/698,814 


Applicant(s) 

NJEMANZE, HUGH S. 


Examiner 

Paul Kim 


Art Unit 

2161 





All Participants: Status of Application: Amendment after Non-Final 



(1) Paul Kim . (3) Sabra-Anne Truesdale . 

(2) Aou Mofiz (SPEl (4) 

Date of Interview: 30 January 2007 Time: 

Type of Interview: 

[X] Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
35U.S.C.101 

Claims discussed: 
Amended claims 24, 36, and 44 

Prior art documents discussed: 

N/A 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part HI. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

£3 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Paper No. 20070201 B 
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Application No. 10/698,814 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Attorney 
Truesdale and Examiner Kim discussed the 35 U.S.C. 101 issues related to the aforementioned claims above. 
Examiner Kim noted he had conferred with Supervisor Examiner Apu Mofiz and that the claimed invention was 
allowable but for the 35 U.S.C. 101 issues. Examiner Kim attempted to expedite prosecution by suggesting that 
certain amendments be made such that the application would be put in condition for allowance. Attorney Truesdale 
disagreed and requested to speak with SPE Mofiz, whereupon SPE Mofiz confirmed the 35 U.S.C. 101 issues within 
the pending claims. Attorney Truesdale asserted further arguments regarding said 35 U.S.C. 101 issues, whereupon 
Examiner Kim and SPE Mofiz decided that expedition of prosecution was no longer feasible. Accordingly, Examiner 
Kim notified Attorney Truesdale that an Office action would be mailed and the application would take its due course. . 





